3O2                Si. Helena!s Discovery

haps there are few imaginations, which are once able
to surmount the shock of hearing that the very Cross
on which our Lord suffered was really recovered, but
will be little sensitive of difficulty in the additional
statement, that miracles were wrought by means of it.
It must not be forgotten too> that Eusebius himself,
though silent about the Cross, alludes to the occur-
rence of miracles at the Sepulchre; and these of
course become more credible, if we suppose some
great object, such as the recognition of the Cross, to -
account for them.

169. An objection, however, has from time to time
been urged with much earnestness by several writers,
which, if substantiated, would altogether overthrow
the history of the discovery of the Cross; viz., that
Helena chose a wrong site for the Holy Sepulchre.
This was Dr. Clarke's -opinion, whose reasons were
discussed and answered by a writer, it is believed
- Bishop Heber, in the Qztarterly Review for March,
1813. It has lately been revived with some addi-
tional considerations by one or two controversialists,
one of them at least with the view, not simply of dis-
proving the fact, which is a point of secondary impor-
tance, but of fixing upon the Fathers and Church of
the fourth century the imputation of deliberate impos-
ture, and that for selfish ends. Indeed, a drift of this
kind is the only intelligible explanation of the earnest-